
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexaodria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



-A 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE | 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO, 


10/523,471 


12/22/2005 


Bartel Martinus Van De Sluis 


NL 020738 


3654 



24737 7590 10/16/2007 

PHILIPS INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY & STANDARDS 
P.O. BOX 3001 

BRI ARCLIFF MANOR, NY 1 05 1 0 



EXAMINER 



LONG, ANDREA NATAE 



ART UNIT 



2176 



PAPER NUMBER 



MAIL DATE 



DELIVERY MODE 



10/16/2007 PAPER 

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/523.471 


Applicant(s) 

VAN DE SLUIS, BARTEL 
MARTINUS 


Fxaminer 

^ ACII 1 II 1 Id 

Andrea N. Long 


Art Unit 

2176 





— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claims 1-18 have been examined in response to application filed 02/07/2005. 

Specification 

1. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is Umited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as 
"means" and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure 
sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text 
for details. 



The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. There is no support in the 
specification of a computer program product or element comprising computer program code, 
which enables one skilled in the art to make or use the invention. The specification only supplies 
insight on a device and lacks an adequate description of computer program code or an element. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the dale of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-2, 6-9, 13-14, 17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Autry et al (US Patent 5724106), hereinafter "Autry". 

As to independent claim 1, Autry teaches a method of selecting an apphcation to be 
presented on a least one output unit, where a first input unit is associated with a first application 
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and a second input unit is associated with at least a second application (column 6 lines 26-27, 
column 7 lines 20-22, lines 27-32, and column 13 lines 24-51 - Autry teaches a home 
entertainment system which allows one or multiple remote controllers to select control the 
displaying of multiple applications, such as gaming applications, computer applications, and TV 
applications), including 

identifying an active input unit (column 13 lines 37-38 - taught as receiving a signal from 
a remote), and 

presenting the associated application on the output unit, upon the identification of the 
active input unit (column 13 lines 40-42 - taught as the processor identifying which application 
should be applied and presented). 

As to dependent claim 2, Autry teaches wherein the step of identifying the active input 
unit, includes sensing a movement of the input unit (column 4 lines 3-5 - taught as transmitting 
signals to the computer which identify the movements of the pointing device ex. trackball, 
joystick, touchpad, which are all known devices in which movement or motion is used for 
detecting activation of input). 

As to dependent claim 6, Autry teaches controlling the selected application by the active 
input unit that is specially designed for appUcations of the same type as the associated 
application (colvimn 7 lines 27-40). 
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As to dependent claim 7, Autry teaches starting the application if said apphcation is 
singular (column 3 lines 24-57). 

As to dependent claims 8 and 9, Autry teaches in which the associated application is 
presented on a visual screen, television screen (column 6 lines 26-61, column 13 lines 40-42). 

As to dependent claims 13, 17, and 18, claims 13, 17, and 18 recite substantially similar 
subject matter as that of claim 1 and is rejected under the same rational. 

As to dependent claim 14, Autry teaches at least one motion sensor arranged to sense 
movement of an input unit (column 4 lines 3-5). 
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6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the appHcant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the appHcant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1, 7-8, 13, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Reginia Chan (US Patent 6349386), hereinafter "Chan". 

As to independent claim 1, Chan teaches a method of selecting an application to be 
presented on a least one output unit, where a first input unit is associated with a first application 
and a second input unit is associated with at least a second application (column 3 lines 17-22 - 
Chan teaches having multiple function keys with each key having a corresponding apphcation 
program stored with the key), including 

identifying an active input unit (column 3 lines 6-9 - taught as receipt of activation of a 
function key), and 

presenting the associated application on the output unit, upon the identification of the 
active input unit (column 3 lines 23-36 - taught as displaying the selected application on an LCD 
display). 

As to dependent claim 7, Chan teaches starting the application if said application is 
singular (column 3 lines 1 7-22). 
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As to dependent claim 8, Chan teaches wherein the associated application is displayed 
on a visual screen (column 3 lines 33-36). 

As to dependent claims 13, 17, and 18, claims 13, 17, and 18 recite substantially similar 
subject matter as that of claim 1 and is rejected under the same rational. 

Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC §103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the in\€ntion is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was nnade. 

9. Claims 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Autry. 

As to dependent claim 10, Autry teaches associating applications with an input unit, 
Autry does not explicitly teach which the associated application is the application that was 
presented when the input unit was used last. However it is well known in the art that when a 
computer system is idle for a set amount of time, a screen saver would display. If a user 
immediately presses a key or moves the mouse, the system would present the same application 
originally in use. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
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was made to include presenting the last associated application to eliminate re-launching the 
application. 

As to dependent claim 11, Autry teaches a controller for a multimedia system. The use 
of an input unit to control ending or pausing of an application is commonly used in multimedia 
systems such as TVs and VCRs and would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to be included the system for control of presenting. 

10, Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C* 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chan. 

As to dependent claim 12, Chan teaches associating at least one active input unit with at 
least a first and a second apphcation (column 3 lines 17-22). While Chan does not explicitly 
teach that the associating of an application takes place after the use of said at least one active 
input unit, there are well know systems such as LogicTech, which allows a user to assign 
functions/applications to an input unit at anytime. It would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have associating of applications to an input unit at 
any point of use of the system to provide flexible manipulation of launching apphcations. 
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11. Claims 3-5 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S*C* 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Autry in view of Abraham et al (US Patent 6069615), hereinafter "Abraham". 

As to dependent claim 3, 4, and 5, Autry teaches selecting an application to be 
presented on at least one output unit. Autry does not forcefully teach determining the output unit 
from at least two output units by measuring the strength of a signal coming from an interface unit 
and then selecting the output unit for which interface unit has measured the highest signal 
strength. Abraham teaches fanout box that switches controls for a multi-display dependent of the 
location of a cursor (input unit) in the display (column 2 lines 16-22, 41-49, column 3 lines 1-8, 
41-46). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the mvention was made to 
have included the multi-display and fanout box of Abraham with the multimedia system of Autry 
to reduce clutter and provide ease of transitioning from one display to another and to launch an 
application at the focus point of a display (cursor) for quick and efficient capture of a user's 
attention. 

As to dependent claims 15 and 16, Autry teaches selecting an appUcation to be 
presented on at least one output unit. Autry does not forcefully teach determining the output unit 
from at least two output units by measuring the strength of a signal coming from an interface unit 
and then selecting the output unit for which interface unit has measured the highest signal 
strength. Abraham teaches fanout box that switches controls for a multi-display dependent of the 
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location of a cursor (input unit) in the display (column 2 lines 16-22, 41-49, column 3 lines 1-8, 
41-46). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have included the multi-display and fanout box of Abraham with the multimedia system 
of Autry to reduce clutter and provide ease of transitioning from one display to another and to 
launch an appUcation at the focus point of a display (cursor) for quick and eflFicient capture of a 
user's attention. 

12. Claims 3-5 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chan in view of Abraham. 

As to dependent claims 3, 4, and 5, Chan teaches selecting an appUcation to be 
presented on at least one output unit. Chan does not forcefully teach determining the output unit 
from at least two output units by measuring the strength of a signal coming from an interface unit 
and then selecting the output unit for which interface unit has measured the highest signal 
strength. Abraham teaches fanout box that switches controls for a multi-display dependent of the 
location of a cursor (input unit) in the display (column 2 lines 16-22, 41-49, column 3 lines 1-8, 
41-46). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have included the multi-display system and fanout box of Abraham with the multimedia system 
of Chan to reduce clutter and provide ease of transitioning from one display to another and to 
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launch an application at the focus point of a display (cursor) for quick and efficient capture of a 
user's attention. 

As to dependent claims IS and 16, Chan teaches selecting an application to be 
presented on at least one output unit. Chan does not forcefully teach determining the output unit 
from at least two output units by measuring the strength of a signal coming from an interface unit 
and then selecting the output unit for which interface unit has measured the highest signal 
strength. Abraham teaches fanout box that switches controls for a multi-display dependent of the 
location of a cursor (input unit) in the display (column 2 lines 16-22, 41-49, column 3 lines 1-8, 
41-46). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have included the multi-display system and fanout box of Abraham v^th the multimedia system 
of Chan to reduce clutter and provide ease of transitioning from one display to another and to 
launch an application at the focus point of a display (cursor) for quick and efficient capture of a 
user's attention. 

Conclusion 

1 3. The prior art made of record on Form PTO 892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrea N. Long whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1055. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs 6:00 am to 3:00 pm EST 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on 571-272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Andrea Long 
October 6, 2007 




